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Figure 1: Policy Potential Index sB 3ol
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Figure 2: Current Mineral Potential
assuming current regulations and land use restrictions
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Figure 3: Policy/Mineral Potential assuming no land use restrictions
in place and assuming industry “best practices”
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Northwest Territaries

Figure 5: Uncertainty concerning the adminstration, interpretation,
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Figure 6: Uncertainty concerning environmental regulations
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Figure 7: Regulatory duplication and inconsistencies
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Figure 8: Legal processes that are fair, transparent,
non-corrupt, timely, and efficiently administered
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Figure 9: Taxation regime
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